$ L~ Jp 0 S' (5 OO/ 


An air pollution study by a team headed by Dr. Hueper (and including 
Dr. Paul Kotin) which was critical of the srooking-lung cancer theory, 
was reported in syndicated columns. 
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Cancer: Smog Worse 

Than Cigaret Habit? 


By JANE ESH LEMAN 
CONANT 

('Ifttrct smoking may not 
have such "Averwhelhung 
importance” in lung cancer 
as has been suggested, ac¬ 
cording to a top leam.of Na¬ 
tional Cancer Institute in¬ 
vestigators. 

THev hv no means exon- 
eraT#- : smoking as a factor. 
But .... y sain ibe furor over 
cigaret es has obscured the 
possibly significant role 
played by still another cul« 
^prit—smog; 

‘It would be most unwise 
s.. through an exaggerated 
emphasis placed, on the sig¬ 
nificance <»f cigaret smoking, 
the study of general and 
local industry-related ait* 
pollutants woa lfr be hn- 
paire<l and neglected.” the 
scientists declared. 


AND THEY reported they 
found substances, capable of 
causing cancer in mice, in 
the am above eight' U. S. 
cities including San Fran¬ 
cisco.' 

The report, published in 
"Archives of Pathology," 
was by a team: he?*jed by 
Ds\ \V. C. liurpen 

This li the i'.Sv gmerm 
menl's No. 1 cancer research 
center, not connected with 
the tobacco industry. 

The rpscarchcrs collected 
air samples in downtown 
and industrialized areas of 


San Francisco, New Orleans, 
Birmingham, Atlanta..Phila¬ 
delphia, Detroit,, Cincinnati, 
and Los Angeles, at a height 

C not more than 20 feet 
vc street level. 


THE POLLUTANTS were 
identified, refined and ap¬ 
plied to laboratory mice, in 
which cancer later de¬ 
veloped. 

The • investigators then 
looked askance at ihe al¬ 
most - universally accepted 
belief that cigarets are the 
prime cause of lung cancer. 
Ulitims about the “predomi¬ 
nant importance” of ciga- 
relfc. they saidi “are evident¬ 
ly products of a rather selec- 
live lypc of: research and of 
spurious reasoning from a 
limtedi and special kind of 
evidence.” 

“Non-toba cco factors” 
have been given scant con¬ 
sideration 1 in lung cancer 
studies, they declared' add¬ 
ing: 

“While it is quite likely 
that cigaret smoking has 
played a direct or indirect 
role in this respect, it is, on 
the other hand;,not probable 
that it was of «uch over¬ 
whelming importance as al¬ 
leged by many investigat¬ 
ors.” 
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AIR POLLUTION HIT 
AS CANCER CAUSE 


BY HARRY NELSON, 

One of the nation's top 
canoer investigators believes 
that cigarette smoking has 
been overemphasized and air 
pollution underemphasized 
as an important factor in the 
rising Incidence of lung 
cancer. 

"It would be most un¬ 
wise,” said Br.,W. C. Heuper 
of the National Cancer In- 
sttiute, "if through an ex¬ 
aggerated' emphasis placed 
on the significance of ciga¬ 
rette smoking the study of 
general and local industry- 
related air pollutants would 
be impaired or neglected." 

Dr. Heuper is chief of the 
environmental cancer sec¬ 
tion of NCI. He made his 
comments in a technical 
journal of the American 
Medical Assn. i 

Dh Heuper made It clear' 
he believes cigarette smok¬ 
ing is an important factor 
In causing the disease but 
he believes also that every- 
Community h?s Its own at-' 
mospheric cancer-c a u s I n g 
potential. 

The scientist based'this 
latter conviction on a study 
of the effects on mice of pol¬ 
lutants obtained from the at¬ 
mosphere cf eight Amiri* 


Times Medical Editor 

This finding in itself' has 
little bearing on lung cancer 
in humans. The important 
thing, the researcher said, 
is that evidence indicated 
that each citv has a differ¬ 
ent potential for causing 
cancer. 

The variation depended 
not only on which pollutants 
are in the air but also on 
climate, the amount of sun¬ 
shine and geologic condi-' 
tions. 

"The present studies rep¬ 
resent merely a first' and 
preliminary, step in a pro¬ 
longed' and comprehensive 
program dealing: with rela¬ 
tionships between air pol¬ 
lutants and hciltft, hazards; 
including.cancers,” Dr. Heu¬ 
per said. 

"The available evidence 
rather definitely assigns to 
(air pollutants) an important 
role as human respiratory 
carcinogens (cancer-causing 
substances). Ttte obvious 
and proven liing cancer haz¬ 
ards related to these agents 
deserve serious attention es¬ 
pecially since they can be 
controlled' by p r 0 p e r sani 
tary ard technologic meas 
ures,” 


can cities. The cities were 
Atlanta, Birmingham, Cin¬ 
cinnati, Detroit, Los Ange¬ 
les, New Orleans, San Fran¬ 
cisco and Philadelphia. 

Dn Heuper and' his five 
associates selected only fane 
of the hundreds of pollutants 
which stem from auto ex¬ 
hausts and industrial plants. 
The pollutants were aroma¬ 
tic and aliphatic hydrocar¬ 
bons. 

Dissolved and injected 
into the mice, they invariab¬ 
ly caused cancers at the sites 
of injection. 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/lrnkOOOO 
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